Harrison lid ward Livingstone 
3025 Abell Avenue 
Baltimore, MD 21218 


Jur.o liL',1993 


Dear Harry, 


He j. lo . I am not »ui e i 1 / ou remember me or not , but I i r e t e 
you a letter in January. Than): you for your quick rcopcr.se. You 
mentioned in your reply that you could not have a ccrrosepcndcncc 
with me for " seme months”, due to y our lack of time and strength. 
Well, it has been " some months" and I have been anxious to write 
b ac k . 

In your reply letter, y ou mentioned that the h ohet could 
not have some from the "grassy knoll”, but m probably came 
from the storm drain where the ket fence joins nc triple 
overpass / under pass , asked me to elaborate -hie. Un my 
first pilgrim to Dealey PI a z <=» am visiting Dallas aqain on 
•July I’d to July i?) J the opportunity to speak at length with 
Jack Brasil, .• I mentioned in my first letter to ycu , Jack 
claims to be the creator of the "sewer shot theory* 1 , although I 
have heard that it came from the mi :d of Penn Jcrcc, Jr. I 
recieved some papers about Jack and "his" theory, which detail 
his sending of a person through the sewer system as well as 


oackgr ound in! o about Jack himsel ! ^ such as 

,7iate of Lee Oswald and his associations wi 


hi z 


ring a school 


: h L or d on Nov c 1 


o c 1 1 w i a ) . Hupet ul 1 y Jack wi x 1 have* his presentation set up on the 
pergola during my next visit as well. As to why the head chut 
could not have come from the "grassy knoll", my opinion is thic: 
A "grassy knoll assassin" would have had only a crocs— shot « Hud 


ho . c 


rs nr..- 
TJ — 


the president been hit from this angle, his hoc,: 
mostly left and slightly backwards. But what wc oeo in 
-ap ruder , Nix, and Much more films is a mostly backwards. slightly 
leftwards head snap, Ibis snap, it you discount the "jet effect 
theory" is consistent with a shot from the storm drain. Jack 
brae i 1 or someone else removed two of the boards from the picket 
fence by the storm drain, and so when I climbed into the drain 1 
was .*ble to see the type of shot an assassin would hj'.j hud. 
This assassin, if he existed, had a good shot for the head shot. 


:xnc 


but could not have inflicted the neck wound, it it 
front. ^Previously, I was convinced that the nock ‘wound came 
( rom the f i' ont , but 1 am no longer as sure, although I ccrtoini y 
don t rule it out. My main basis for the doubt is John Lattlm— 
ur s experiments conducted with pork meat, ills theory is that the 
-X 5mm sice of the wound can be accounted for by the tightness of 
Kennedy a shirt collar. I am trying tc contact Malcolm Perry, 
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’no" , 
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Th e* only pr qb 1 em 


the argument can bo gi vo 


the loosening of 
if he telis me 1 
r ough 1 y a pint ( 
wound from expanding. ) Getting back to the : 
alleged wound in the back of the head , ; I 'll 

"alleged" later in the letter;, the only wav 
wound can be consistent with the head snap 


entered somewhere in Kennedy a right 
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a ballet entered anywhere else, it would have caused a different 
head snap and/or a different wound. Gne problem that I have with 
a shot from the storm drain is that no witness described smoke 
there, no witness saw the protruding barrel , none of the people 
standing on the triple underpass indicated that the shot was 
fired from a point so close to them, none of the triple underpass 
witnesses smelled gunpowder when they ran within feet of the 
storm drain moments after the shooting, and, although it may have 
been altered since 1963, the sewer did not seem big enough to 
crawl through when I observed it. The assassin could not have 
r»n through the parking lot, because it was a " 32 a 0 + cars’', most 
of which belonged to police officers, {which casts further doubt 
on the picket fence being such an ideal location tor an 
assassin ( 5 ) ) , and so he cculd not have gotten through the parking 
lot fast enough, which is why I have trouble with Jesse Price's 
story. (Mark Lane's interview of Price in the Rush to Judgment 
companion film was taped or, a Sunday, when there are no cars in 
the parking lot. Mad this interview, in which Price claims to 
have seen a man "running” through the lot been taped or. a Friday, 
which was the day of the assassination, the viewer cculd have 
seen the cars which cast doubt on Pr ice s account. I am not 
completely certain that Price's story is a fabrication or mis- 
take, but this discrepancy compiled with his hearing of a last 
shot five minutes after the first volley certainly damages 
Price s credibility as a witness.) The head shot could not have 
come from anywhere on the picket fence, as you wrote, but I ha.o 
serious doubts about a shot from the storm drain. UJne thing 
that would lend to the credibility of the storm drain shot would 
be an examination of films and still pictures to see if the 
proper boards were missing from the fence at the time of the 
assassi n a 1 1 on ) 

Another theory I have serious doubts about is one that I am 
sure you will agree with my viewpoint on: the "jet effect". Dr. 
John Lattimer, the late Luis Alvarez , and the other proponents of 
this theory would have us believe that there was no second, 
synchronized, frontal head shot. I understand the theory behind 
the "jet effect", but Dr. Lattimer s own experiments combined 
with the autopsy photos (since Lattimer believes them to be 
genuine) totally disprove this theory. As mentioned in High 
Treason 2, the skull in Lattimer's experiments was net connected 
to a mass equivalent to that of a human body. Also. the skull 
merely topples backwards a few feet off the ladder. But John 
Kennedy's head was rocketed backwards at the rate of 100.3 feet 
per second. To add to all of this, Lattimer made the mistake ot 
publishing photos of the skulls from his experiments in Kennedy 
and Lincoln. The skull shown on page 254 of this bock shows 
almost the entire forehead area missing. Perhaps the "jet ef- 
fect" could explain the head snap if this was the nature of 
Kennedy s head wound, but the autopsy photos, which in Lattimer s 
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mast be genuine since he discounts a conspiracy „ show 
on the top 01 che head and an intact forehead and face; 


answer " yes " 


I a /Vi still hesitant to say "ro" , but i 
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• iu one has come up with a plausible explanation of the location 
ol the f rontal assassin- I he nature o, the head wound and the 
double head snap seen in the Zap ruder , Hix, and Much more films 
would lead me to be! levs that there were indeed two , synchronized 
head shots, but so far there i s no the or r that I an willing to 
place any firm belief in. The "grassy knoll", storm drain, and 
particularly the "jet effect" theories, all have serious prob- 
lems, and until they are resolved, X am afraid that none of them 
explain the events. 

There is but one reason that 1 refer to the wound in the 
back of the president s head as the "alleged wound". If this 
wound -indeed existed, and 1 am most inclined to believe that it 
did, then that means that every photograph showing the back* of 


the head take 


if ter the head shot < s ) 


*‘h i r I c f 


1 uu a uidfis the npi uuci" , hi m , and nLiChiTiui* C n) C* IOC OS WC l 1 OS the* 

various still photos such < 


s pclorcid, the autopsy 
photos, cine! ths autops> r. rays. SJhilc 1 agree with you that it 
is incGnCi c Vofcis that all the witnesses to the president's wounds 
could b «=■ wr on g , i sr i t it just a tad bit unroa son at 1 c to soy t h a t 
all the postmortem pictures % 1 say "postmortem" because the 
president was deac before his head hit the back scat. 1 could bo 
wrong as well*? 

t— » 3 I said, I liked High Treason 2 /ery much, but in discuss- 
ing it with othsr researchers it appears that I stand alcns. 
When 1 asked Jim Moore to refute all the eyewitness testimony 
given to corroborate what is said in High Treason 2, he told mo 
that most of the witnesses were among your best friends, end cc 
"they approached the whole thing with your point of view that the 
pictures were fake, etc. • 1 could do nothing but accept this 
statement at the time, as I did not have you on the other phono 
line, but I give y*ou the chance now to refute it. As Tor the 
authenticity of the photos and X rays, Jim encouraged me to speak 
with Clyde enow , which I plan to do as soon as I got hie phono 
numb er . 

lii High Treason 2, you mention that the " Gr odor, cot" of 
autopsy photos may be "hoaxes" since they have no background and 
they changed almost ever /time you viewed them. The implication I 
got was that Gr Oder, had manufactured these photos himself. I 
realize that i i this is what you were saying that you couldn’t 
very well put it that bluntly, but I doubt that Robert could 
obtain a libel or defamation case out of a letter tc sixteen year 




old kid, so pi es-33 1st ,-ns in on your opinion o-f the Brodsn pi=- 
tL»r* ss ■ 

In y our I fitter ) jr ou (FiSPiti QD0d that a vi dee t cr n* cd t Hi gh 
TreaBun 2 ^aa in the works . as wel 1 ss 3 now book coming cut this 
tail. Please give me seme details such as the new beck's con- 
tent, release dates, etc. Thank you and please write back scon! 

Sincerely , 

Joe A. Cornejo 

11200 W Cleveland Apt. #E11 

West Allis, WI 53227 

PH 414-545-3991 
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